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The Preface, 


Had not bled ny 
ate Sermon rhe world 


c boobes, þ 
falten 65 ſore which 
WY | vnderſioodit not, & 
$ \=Y inſtly rraduced by bers © 0 
„., which heard it not, re- 2 
>. porting of it, as they wontd haue it, and not 4s 
I achnered it, not ſo much offended with the 
Sermon, at with the Preacher. They take ex- 
> Ceptions : eAgamſt the matter, as if the doc- 
trine were not ſound. Againſt my woras, and 
mauer of delinering it, as irreuerend, becauſe 
Is 7 preſumed not onely to ſpeake againſt Beza 
4 * without crauing pardon, without aſcribing 
"\ praiſe and commendation otherwiſe due to his 
, great deſernings , but alſo to paſſe him ouer 
. ht , Calling him by his bare name, without 
- ©adition; as if [0 doing , I did Peccare con- |. 
na tormam ſanorum verborum nos keepe J. im... 
8 4 3 the 13 


J. Cor 4. 
I, Cor.3. 


8. Cor.s, 


1. Core17-þ 


the patterne of wha 0 F 


timber, haye, ftubble, whether my works 
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text it ſelfe; as vnſcaſonabit for the time, 
vnpieaſing to the auditory. Againſt n diuiſon 
and reading of the text, as ſtraunge aud inſo- 
lent, the like neuer beard of before: ats if Thad 
offered violence to the holy ſcrivtures. 
Ianſirere with the eApoſile : I paſſe lute 
to be iudged by you, or of mans iudgememt. I 
haue builded vpon no other foundation then 
that which is already laid, that is, Jeſus Chriſt 
whether I haue builded gold;ſiluer peamt 


abide,and proue ſuch for the which 1 ſhat 
ceiue wages, or not: let it bee made a eſt. 
7 feare not that day, l refuſe not the n y- 
all , which is the cnet true age of all mens 
workes, T be holy Ghoſt hath tamght the 
meane while that the Miniſters of Run * 
paſſe through many things, honour and. | 
near, good report and bad report as decciuera, 
and jet true. 

CAL Be za cannot blame me for 


the like by S. Paul amt all the Apeſtles. l dare 
ot follow S. Paul farther then bee g & «fol. 
kuren of ae and ee g age: fre, 


diſſenting. 
From him, becauſe he hath done ſo by; S. Au- 
guſtine and all the Fathers: nor fer vſing bit 
name without additiog becauſe hee hath done 


i 
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| mt what they ſpeake ,, or whereof they af. 


| 


\ 


* ſome , more canonicall then the canonicall 
eriptures, to name Beza before them which 
1h, hane onety heard of his name, but knowe not 


J. the ſernant of Chriſte. And this I may 


The Preface.” 
Beza when he diſſenteth from Chriſt. I was 


not then ignorant how thank/eſſe an office it 
was to ſpeake of him, whoſe amthoritie 1 with | 


how to ſpell it, { for they call him BPezer, as 
alſo Bellarmine they call Bellamye,) they 
would bee Doctors of the Lawe, but knowe 1. Tim. 13. 


firme, it is very likely they haue read his 
workes, and are able to iudge of hs doctrige. 
But I came thither to preach Chriſt, not 7 
to commend any man, for ſo had I not beene 


* . 


ſpeake without offence : CM. Beza hath 
not deliuered alltruth, but left ſome to cthers 
to bee delivered. And therefore I exhort 
them that they would not condemne this doc 
triue becauſe hee holdeth the contrary, leaSt ꝑ viſt. Toda 
they immitate the falſe Prophets which: v. 10. & 16. 
fpeake euill of the thinges which they buowe 
not, and haue mens perſons in admiration, 
whom alſo they knowe not, and ſo commit 
groſſer Idolatris by worſhipping a man, then 
Saint Iohn did by worſhipping an An- 
2 5 
. an Angell from heauen preach new doc. Apoc. 19. 
n | 4 trine, 


Gal. 1.8. 


1. Iohn. 4. 


ch. 6. 15. 


lh. 3.30. 


The Preface. 
triue, he is accurſed, much (eſſe may the dbe- 
trine which any man publiſheth , be preſently 


receined without further triall, Eò nomine. 


becauſe hee taught it: but the ſpirit muſt be 


tried, the doctrine muſt be examined, be the 
credit of the Doctor neuer ſo great. 


I baue atwaies oppoſed my ſelfe againſt 1 


popularitie, as an enemie to true goaline ſſe, 


ſuppoſing that they which preach mortiſicati- 


on, ought their ſeluet to bee mortified from 
vaine oftentation of great auditories, ambiti- 
ous deſfre of many followers , and glorying in 
multitudes of Diſciples , by the example of 
our Sauionr , which withdrew himſelfe from 
the multitude , when he ſawe they would take 
him vp and make him a King, And therefore 
haue I refrained to intrude my ſelf into ſuch 
great aſſembiies; as alſo that I might not de- 
fraud mine owne congregation , but contented 
my ſelfe to keepe my ſtation in mine owne 
watch- tower, ouer that flochę oneiy, ouer 
which God hath made me an ouenſcer. 1 deſire 
his glory and not mine omne: Lſay with Tohn 
the Baptift, he muſt increaſe, and I muſt de- 
creaſe, But beeing called to that place of ſo 
great expeciation, I thowght it fit to chooſe 
mine owne text; in which choiſe, if the wiſer 


fort of men will ſay I baus erred, I will craue 


pardon 
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ere K AXES: 


| foorter warning then ordmary, to ſupply 4 


The Preface. 
pardon for mine error. 


I was required by the Magiſtrate , wpon 


courſe, which elſe had flood vod; ſo that my 
tongue was become the pen of a ſwift writer: 


yet haue I not by reaſon of haſte; done the ler. 48. 


worke of the Lord altogether negligently, nei- 


ther was I with the Diſciples careleſſe what Mach. 1c 


T ſhould ſpeake, looking that it ſhould be giuen 
me in that houre ; but my heart did with the 


Prophet Dauid, firſt indie the matter before Plal 4g. 


Tſpake it. In expounding ibis text , I did as 


Daniel expounaing a dreame, w/e both pray- Dan. a. 


er and meditation: and 1 aſſure my /etfe, 1 


haue eccording to the Apoſtles rule, ſhewedmy 1. Tim a. 


ſelfe approued unto Gad, a workeman which 
needeth not to be aſhamed diniding the word 
aright. And whoſceuer will land to the Ca- 
thechiſme and rudiments of ¶ hriſtian religi 

on, and ſubmit himſelf to the rules of beak 
will he, mill he, he muſt confeſſe, that my rea- 
ang and diuiding the text is very natural, 
and no way forced. Concerning this point, I 
em to ſatisfie a linde of men differing from the 
other of which I pale before, which will baus 
marriage Ster dinorcement , as well of the 


partie innocent as of the nocent,to be adultery; 
and yet the diuorcement it ſelfe , which they 
ET gaum 


The Preface. 
graumt to be a diſſolution of marriage, to be 
Liwfmllſo that they will build without a foun- 
dation, and make a conſequent without an an- 
tecedent. For bow can marriage after diuorce- 
ment be uniawfull sf the diuorcement it /elfe 
ftand good? How is ut poſſible to graunt a di- 
uorce, but with full power to marry againe ? 
when the firſt mariage is lawfully diſſolued, 
what can hinder a ſecond marriage? But ta 
firengthen their error.they except againſt the 
diuiſion of my text: they will haue it to be but | 
Categorical{;which I haue ſaid to be hypotheti= 
call,they alleadge that no propoſition can be hy- 
potheticall vnleſſe it be condnionall. To oppoſe 
themſelues againſt me, they except againſt the 
Cathecht/me it ſelf, againſt the grounds of Lo- 
gicke, by which they lay the vaſelues open to no 
ſmall reproach. Euerie young ſcholler which 
hath learned Seron can tell the that all hypo= 
theticall propoſtions _ conditionall, but 
feme copulatine, ſome diſiunctiue, and that all 
propoſitions are hypotheticall , which may bee 
reſalued into two categaricalls, and that ther- 
fore theſe words as they are ſet downe in Saint 
Matthew, and more plaine in S. Marke, and 
woſt plaine in $, Luke, the commas and points 
being in all three alike obſerned: to wit, Vxo- 
yan dimittens, & aliam . 
Tha 
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b 5 both be which dinerceth his wife and" 


he which marrieth another,commuteth adut<: 


try. are an hypotheticadl copulatine propoſition, 


aud containe in them two categoricalii: Vxo - 


rem dimittens mæchatur, & vxorem aliam 
ducens mæchatur, Both of them being it h- 


out exceptien perfectij true propeſitiont in 
Togiche, according to the de finttiam and forme: 


of a propoſition, But for as much as I haue di- 


uided my text according to forme, which is the 


very life of all diuiſiont, my diuiſion is iuſtiſied 


who haue diuided the whole text into three 


propoſitions. I he caſe being cleare concerning 


the forme, that this text conmtemeth. three: 


true propoſitions, they can conterd with me: 


Fonely about the matter of the fir ſt propoſition, 


whether it bee Sceundum qualitatem in te,: 


vers er falla. They aibe how it c an be adul. 


terie for a man to put away hi wife, when hee: 


doot h got ,onely ab ſtaine from the ſecond. 
marriage, From all carnall knowtedge x bus 


f, 


al; from conetingof aul other ze. Adulteris 
ſay ile, conſifleth pen SGomledge. 
and in coueting, and no writer et cxedis will. 
ſax that there can bec any other zadulterit.: 


By which words tbey make | Sei, Chry- Pd inven. 
ſoſtome 10 bee 4 Writer of no credite, ſanctæ 
which ſaieth: Vid eaſto qualiſcunq; vxor crucis 


5 bona 


Hom 20. 


„ 


The Preface. 
bona videtur, quia perfecta charitas vitia 
non ſentit. Qui diligit vxorem, de ſoluen- 
do matrimonio legis præcepta neceſſaria, 
non habet, vbi autem de ſoluendo matri- 
monio lex requititur, illic iam odium de- 
monſtratur, vbi odium inuenitur, ill:c iam 
fornicatio eſſe cognoſcitur. A chaſte man 
will thinke well of his wife though faultie, be- 
rauſẽ 2 charitie will not eſpie offences. . 
He which loueth his wife thinbeth the lawe ß 
dinorcement ſuperfluous and very needleſſe : j 
but where aduantage of lame is required fon 
the undoing of marriage, there hatred appea- | - 
reth;but where there is hatred of a mans wife, 
there is alſa fornication. Againe, Quemad- 
modun, (i videas hominem aſſiduè amici- 
tias medicorum colentem, ex ipſà re ſta- 
tim intelligis quia infirmus eſt: 0 & cùm 
videris ſiuè virum ſiuè mulierem dè dimit- 
tẽdis vxoribus aut viris lege interrogantes, 
cognoſce quia vir iſte laſciuus eſt, & muli- 
er illa meretrix eſt. Euen as that man which | 
continually reſorteth to the Phiſitian to ag 
adniſe , ſheweth that his body is not ſound: ſo 
when manor wife acketh connſell of the La- 
yer how they may be dinorced, the man ſo do- 
ing is vnhoneſt; the woman ſo doing , is adul. 
tereuu. Likewiſe, they make Vrſinus to be @ | 


writer | 


> 


je Pretace. 
writer of no credit , which interpretetb thb 
commaundement, Thou ſhalt not commit 

| adulteric , in this maner.The ſcope and drift 
e this commaundement ( ſaith hee) is the pre- 
ſeruation of chaſtitie, and the vpholding ef 

| marriage , and all thingt are by it , b 
which any waies are cauſes,or effects, antece- 
1 dents,or conſequents, contrary to chaſtitie, or 
! contrary to marriage. But ſay I, by diuorce- 
ment marriage is aiſſolued, and therefore not 
! wpheldor maintained by ſuch a diuorcemẽt as 
allowed to be good; aud pet with a reſtraint 
from a ſecond marriage, men and women are 
cauſed to burne in luſt, and defranded of that 
benefit which God hath appointed to be à re. 
medie againſt fornication: and therefore by it, 
chaſtitie is not preſerned, and by a con[equent 
adultery is committed, But to anſwere them 
in a word, how hee which diuorceth his wife 
committeth adultery, he committeth adultry 
„two maner of wayes: firſt as a principall offen- 
der, becauſe he breaketh wedloche; for ſo di. 
uorce ment is defined the diſſolution of marri. 
age, or wntying of the knot of ſacredwedlecke: 
and the briefeſt fort of the Engliſb and Dach 
1 Cathechiſmes, haus in ſtead of thou ſhalt not 
A commit adultry, in more gene rall termes, thou 


Halt not breakg wealocke + whereby it is the 
„ 2 


. «ph 
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Germanie,that all breach of the law of wed- 
bocke is adultery : and wealocke is in no degree 
fo highly broken as by dinorcement by which it 
is diſſolued. Secondly he committethj adulterie 
4 4 partie acceſſary, for he giueth his wife al- 


ries do confeſſe to be adultery, That the intent 
and meaning ef diuorcement is to vndoo the 
| firſt marriage, and giue licenſè to the ſecond 
| marriage who can ſpeake better the the Tewes 
| them/elnes.of whom the ¶ hriſtians did learne 
it, and the Chriſtian ¶ hurches which doo re- 
I it and put it in pratliſe ? That the di- 
orcement which was permitted by Moyles, 
was with permiſſion alſo to marry again, it ap- 
peareth byMoſes himſell. Deut. 24. That it is 
fo among the lewes,in theſe dayes it appeareth 
by the very forme of their Schodule or Bull of 
diuorcement, which hath theſe words, do vx- 
ori meæ poteſttatem eundi quò velit, nu- 
bendi cui velit. / giue my wife libertie to goe 
whit her ſhe will, and to marry whom ſhe will, 
That it is ſo underſtood among the ( hriſtian 
Churches where diuorcement is pratliſed,it is 
plaine by the confeſſion ef M. Beza in bis 
boobe De diuortio, 45 in my Sermon ] haue 
declared. As for my maner of reading, letihem 
| 
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luagement of the Churches of k neland a 


fowance to marry againe, which my aduerſa- 


read | 
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out ward forme, the doctrine will be the ſame. 


to ſome bind of Preachers in our C hurch:that 


f ſpeech, in multitudes of quotatios of Authors, 


_— 
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| ſhut D, and opened but by Elias hs prayers, 


ginall, all is one in ſubſtance , (I did it but for 


The Preface: 


readie as Thane read it, or as it is in the ori. _ 


explication ſake, as an Interpretor, not as 4 
bare reader) they cannot underſtand it other- 
wiſe then I did read it: let them dinide it as T 
did or otherwiſe , it will make a difference in 


Onely this aduertiſement I will be bold to gius 


true preaching doth not conſiſt in heaping vp of ; ' 


common places „in prolixitie and length F 


chapters and verſes, nor in raſh achuering c 
doctrine taken by tradition, vpon the bare re- 

lation & credit of others, without further exe 
amination, But he which will expound ſuch 4 

text as this is, muſt ſuppoſe it to be ke the 
Hebrew Bible, which needed the Chaldepa- 
raphraſe that the Tewes might underſtand it: 

the roche in the wilderneſſe which was to bee 3 
cleft by Moſes his rodde before water mould 7. 
iſſue out of it: the Land of promiſe,which was pry . A 
not preſently aiſconered: the heauẽ which was. l. Reg. i t. 


before it rayned: the corne which was troden Peut a 5 
with the axes foote, and rubbed by the hanas 
of the Diſciples before it was eaten: the bocke 
to be vnſealed by the Lambe, before the myſte- 
ies in it could be renealed.the face of Moſes, Apoc.y. 
| #hic 


Math. 1a. 


The Preface. 


Ex.34; which had a vaile or couering before it, to bee 
Iud.14.815 remooued before his beautie could anpeare: 


4 


the tooth in the A [ſſes iaw-bone,and the Lyons 

carkaſſe which required Sampſons ſtrength, 

before his thirſt could bee quenched, before 

ſweetneſſe could be drawne out of the ſtrong, 

or meate out of the eater : the handling of u 
not be trimall or vulgar. 

Haxing thus according to my pre talent, 
deliuered that which I hope will not be offien= 
fine to the godly, becauſe it is coſonant to Gods 
word,nor ſcandalous to the ſtate, as tending to 
ſehiſme, or maintenance of ſtrife, becamſe it ts 
according to the Decree eftabliſhed the lat 
Parliament, by the generall conſent of the © 
Cleargie; my humble deſire is, that the world 4 
would ſo thinks of vs, as of the Miniſters of 
Chriſt, and diſpoſers of the ſecrets of God, of | 
whom it is required that euery one ſhould bee 
found faithfull, and to thinke of mee concer- 
ning M. Beza, that Idobleſſe and magnifie 
God mightidy for all the good parts which are 
in him, that I am Famulus ſ:ruorum Dei, 
tonching all the true ſeruants of God, I liue to 


8 do God and them ſeruice. And ſo I commend 


them to the Zracious protection of him whom 


they ſerne. / 
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Math. 19. verſe. 9. | 

1 fay unto you , that whoſoener ſhall put 4s 
way his wife (except it be for mhoor- 
dome ) and marrie an other, committeth 
adulterie and whoſoener marrieth her 
which is dinorced,commutteth aduſterie. 


—— N anſweretoaqueſti- 

E on, propounded by the 
e Phariſtes to our Saui- 
our Chriſt, concerning 
diuorcement of Wiues 
from their Husbands, 
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Y and by a conſequent,of 
Husbands from their 
Wiues, whether it be lawfull or no? The 

anſwere is negatiue, that no diuorcement 
is lawfull. For, firſt he ſheweth that no man 
may put away his Wife for any cauſe. Se- 
1 * B condly. 


2 ermon preached. 

condly hee prooveth it, for as much asif 
any man hath pur away his wife, hee hath 
done it of fact onely , and not of right, | 
and his fact is held vnlawfull, according 
to Gods word, becauſe hee may not 
marrie any other while ſhe liueth. Third- 
ly, hee prooueth that hee which hath 
ut away his wife can marrie no other 

while ſhe liueth, becauſe ſhee can marrie 
no other while he liueth. For theſe three 
concluſions do neceſſarily followe : The 
fuſt. if the putting away of a mans wife 
be of thi: nature that ſtill ſhee continueth 
his wife: then it is no diuorcement. The 
ſecõd: If the putting away of a mans wife 
be of that effect that ſhee is no longer his 
wife: then he is no longer her husband. 
The third: If ſhee be no more his wife, 
ſhee may marrie an other, and if he be no 
more her husband, he may marrie an o- 
ther, therefore the knot of matrimonie is 
diſſolued, and both are free. But our Sa- 
uiour teacheth that neither of them is at 
libertie to marric againe, therefore that 
the bond of matrimony remaineth firme, 
and therſore that there can be no diuorce- 
ment. Theſe things are eaſily apprehen- 
ded, but the difficultie is, how theſe 7 wo 
8 0 8 


* at Paulis Croſſe. 9 
ſions may be collected out of this text. 
May it pleaſe you to vouchſafe mee 


Four attention, and laying aſide all preiu- 


dicate opinions, not to paſſe your cenſure 
againſt me before you haue heard all that 
I will ſay. For, if you come with preiudice 


your harts ſhalbe made fat, your ears hea- ala. b. a. et 


uie, your eies blinde, as the Prophet ſpea- 
keth, that hearing you ſhal not vnderſtad, 
that ſeeing plainly you ſhal not perceiue. 
If ye condemne me before ye haue heard 
me, then do ye not followe the Apoſtles 


rule. Omnia probate, quod bonum eſt tenete, 1. Theſſ. g. 
trie all things, & hold onely that which is 21. 


good: and then are ye not ſincere hearers 
of Gods word, therefore heare and then 
judge, If ye cõdemne this doctrine as er- 
ronious becauſe to you it ſeemeth ſtrange, 
and you do not ſufficiently conceiue it (L 
ſpeak to the vnlearned) then do you mea- 
ſure Gods truth by your owne errour, the 
power of God by your own wealenes, the 
depth of gods wiſdome by the ſhallownes 
of your owne reach. Viſinus before his Ca- 
techiſme, alledgeth ſixe reaſons why me 
reading the ſcriptures (albeit learned) yer 
vnderſtand thẽ not, whereof one is preiu« 
dice, tenne why readingthey proſit but a 
2 B 2 | litle, 


4 _ AvSermonpraached _ 
ele; whereoffine ate theſe: ignorance of 
the true drift and:ſcopeef that which 
they read, they follow not the analogie of 
f:arh, they conteine not themſelues within 
the bounds of diuinitie, they contemne 
the iudgement of the Interpreters, they 
tand too peremptorily vpõ the bare word 
and letter. Among ſixe rules which he gi- 
ueth, for the better vnderſtanging of any 
Text, one is a true deſire to learne, and 
zealous intent to goe away better inſtruc- 
ted. Another I adde of mine owne obſer- 
uation, which is this: the right vnderſtan- 

ding of the Text, conſiſteth much in the 
true reading of the ſame; for, if ye miltake | 
in reading, ye cannot but faile in vnder- 
ſtanding. And becauſe many of this Au- 
ditory are defectiue in all theſe points, I 
deſire you according to theſe Premiſſes, 
to heare me with indifferencie, and not 
with preiudice, as condemning me becauſe 
Beæa and Melaucthon and others are of 
a contrarie opinion, to waigh well the true 
drift of our Sauiour in this Text, to follow. 
analogiam ſidei & lori, the analogie of faith 
in generall, and of this place in particular, 
to cõteĩn your ſelues within the bounds of 

diuinitie, that ye harken to the Interpre- 
TEL. ters, 
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ters, I meane the auntient Fathers which 
of | werencarelt to Chriſt, and fartheſt from 
n corruption: that ye dwell not ypon bare 
\e and naked letters, that ye heare me with a 
y | defire to learne , and according tomine 
d | ownerule , that ye would heare ho to 
read this Text, becauſe many Diuines do 
y not read it n ghtly, and therefore no mar- 
duell though they expound it falſely. For, 
legere & non intellige re eſt negligere, to read 
and not vnderſtand, is not truly called rea- 
1 ding, but mere negliger ce: Bathazar 


ie could read the Characters written by the Pan. 3. 38 


e hand in a wall, mene tebęl peres hee hath 
-. | numbred, he hath weighed , hee hath diui- 
. | ded: ſo could the wiſe men of Babell, but a 
1 | more exact kinde of reading was required 
s, of Daniel. that was, to read and vnderitand, 
t ind he read it in more ample maner then it 
ſe was written: God hath numbred thy Ring- 
F | dome,and finiſbed it, thou art weighedin a bal. 
| lance and found too light , thy Kingdome is di- 
ny | Lided and giuen to the Perſians. Wherefore 
h let vs not read cum neglectu ſed cum intei- 
r; | £4, not ignorantly but intelligently; not 
oF | as Balthazar, bur as Daniel; as readers 
which know what they read,, elſe it is in 
2 B 3 T fa 
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T ſay vnto you, & c. In which aſſerti- 
on is a kind of Elleipſis or want of words, 
which defect, as it is verie common in 
the Grecke & Hebrew, fo it is common- 
ly ſupplied by the learned Reader and 
Tranſlacor,by addition of words to make 
the ſence perfect, as Daniel did. Do not 


entertaine ſo irreligious an opinion of me 


as if J ſhould adde any thing of mine 
owne vnto Gods word, & yet where the 
originall Text is obſcure and vnperfeck 
like vnto this, ſomewhat mult be added 
out of Gods word, which by the circum- 
ſtances of the place & very cõnectiõ and 
coherence of it, doth appeare to be neceſ- 
ſarily vnderſtood , but fo that the additiõ 
be printed in other characters, that it may 


be diſtinguiſhed from the originall. And 


3. Thelſi. 2.3 


leaſt this kinde of reading the ſcriptures 
{ſhould ſeeme ſtraunge and inſolent, Bea 
in his Latine tranſlation of the new Te- 
ſtament dooth the like, not in ſo fewe as 
an hundred places; wee will inſtance for 
example ſake. S. Paul writeth in this 
maner. Let no man deceine you by any 
meanes , for except there come a departure 
firſt,and the man of ſmne be diſcloſed: which 
words are ſo imperſect, that they carrie 
no 
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no ſence; but Be in his Latine tranſlati- 
on readeth it otherwiſe, by adding theſe 
words in other characters: The day of 
the Lord ſhall not come. Let no man deceius 
you by any meanes,for the day oi the Lord (hal 
not come, vnleſſe there be a departure firſt, 
and the man of ſinne bee aiſcloſed. Which 
addition is neceſſarily vnderſtood by the 
circumſtances of the place, for in the 
next verſe going before, hee ſhewed that 
the day of Chriſt was not ſo neare as the 
Theſſalonians ſuppoſed, and in this verſe 
he ſhewerha reaſon: becauſe there muſt 
come a departure firſt, Likewiſe in the 
ſame Chapter, S. Paxles words are theſe: 


The miſtery of iniquitie doth alreadie worke, verſ. 7. 


onely that which withholdeth, vntill it be ta- 
len away. Which Be⁊a readeth in this ma- 
ner: The miſterie of iniquitie doth alreadie 
worke , onel that which withholdeth, ſhall 
withholde vntill it bee taken away: and fo 
according to the office ofafaithfull Trãſ- 
lator, maketh that plaine in the tranſla- 
tion which was obſcure , by reaſon of 
the Elleipſis in the originall , and yer 
was not wanting in the originall becauſe 
it was neceſſarily vnderſtood, In like 
manner: this Text being Elleipticall or 

3B 4 #deteQue 
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defectiue for want of words, and the ſence 
of it obſcure and darke; wee muſt adde 
words in the Engliſh, but in other Charac- 
ters, and read in this maner. 

1 [ay vnto you, that according to the per- 
miſſion of Moyles, He that putteth away his 
Wife vnleſſe it be for whoordome , commit- 
terh adulterie, and if he marrie an other , he 
committeth adulte rie: aud whoſoeuer marri- 
eth her that is diuorced committeth adulterie, 
Which words, we muſt of neceſſitie vn- 
derſtand to be inſerted, becauſe elſe wee 
| ſhall not onely leaue the ſence maimed 

and imperfect, but alſo include a manifeſt 
contradiction to that which our Sauiour 
concluded in the words immediately go- 
ing before, as I ſhall ſhewe vnto you. 
Wherefore our new Diuines for want of 
right reading this Text, do miſconſter it 
foure wayes. Firſt, they thinke our Saui- 
our ſpeaketh affirmatiuely that diuorce- 


tmment is lawfull, whereas he ſpeaketh nega- 
tiuely, that diuorcement is not lawfull. 


The ſecond, they take this anſwer to bee 
particular; as if in ſome one caſe, that is, in 
caſe of adulterie , and for ſome perſons, as 


when one is nocent and the other inno- 


cent, diuoteement were lamfull, whercas 
9925 it u 
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it is vniuerſall that no diuorce ment is law- 
full, be the caſe whatſoeuer, or the perſons 
| whoſocucr. The third, they ſuppoſe it to 
be hypotheticall, becauſe he ſaith: who- 
ſoeuer putteth away his wife except it bee 
for fornication, &c. as if that were æqui- 
. with this: if a man putteth away 

is wife for fornication, it is no adulterie, 
| whereas it is catagoricall, becauſe rhis ex- 
ception inthe Parentheſis (vnleſſe it be for 
fornication) is meerely voyd, and no excep- 
tion at all, as Iwill make manifeſt vnto 
you, and of no more validitie then if it 
were left our, The fourth, they thinke 
that in theſe words are comprehended but 
two propolitions,whereas there are three: 
for, though our Sauiour ſaith : Hee that 
putteth away his wife and marrieth an o- 
ther committeth adulterie, naming adul- 
terie but once, yet it is twiſe vnderſtood, 
both in the putting away of his wife, and 
in the marrying of an other, and therfore 
all one as if he had ſaid: he that putteth a- 
way his wife committeth adulterie by put 
ting her away, and if he marrie an other, he 
committeth adulterie alſo by marrying an 
other, like that ſaying of our Sauiour: He 
that breakgth the leaſi Cammanndement and 
| teacherhs 


lacob, 2.10. 
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reacheth men ſo, ſball be called the leaſt in the 
kingdome of Heauen. Which words, do not 
import onely that the breach of the com- 
mandemẽt together with ſo teaching, ma- 
keth a man the leaſt in the kingdome of 
heauẽ, but alſo the breach it ſelf, although 
he do not teach it, as S. James ſnheweth: fo 
he that putteth away his wife committeth 
adultry, though he doth not marry any o- 
ther. Wherfore according to that which I 
haue deliuered vnto you, I diuide my text, 
as it naturally diuideth it ſelfe, into three 
propoſitions, the firſt beeing as a text, the 
other two as a gloſſe or expoſitionʒto wit, 
the ſecond an expoſition ofthe firſt, & the 
third an expoſitiõ of the ſecond; the firſt, 
which is the text, that there can be no di- 
norcement , where he ſaith: it is adultery 
for a man to put away his wife although 
he marry no other: the ſecond, a proofe 
that there can be no diuorcemẽt, becauſe 
he which putteth away his wife can mar- 
ry no other; where he ſaith, it is adultry to 
marrie an other; the third, a proofe of the 
ſecond, that he which putteth away his 
wife can marrie no other, becauſe his wife 
which is put away can marry no other. 
And oftheſe three propoſitions in they 
due place. Concerning 
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Concerning the firſt propoſition,that there 
can be no diuorcement, and that it ij the 
drift of our Sauiour in this text to aiſa- 
null all diuorcementt.. 


Iſay unto you, mhoſoeuer putteth away his 
wife) | ſhewed you before, how there was 
an Elleipſis or want of words to be ſuppli- 
ed. Not as though I would by that ſupply 
of words ſerue mine owne turne, or ſeeke 
to aduantage my ſelfe, for I neede not, 
and if we cotent our ſelues with the bare, 


naked and imperfect words of the Greeke- 


text, which the aduerſary vſeth for his 
beſt and onely aduantage , no diuorce- 
ment can be prooued out of them. That 
I may examine the bare words: who ſo 
putteth away his wife except it bee for 
fornication committeth adulterie: It is 
no good conſequent that therefore if a 
man put away his wife for fornicatiõ, it is 
no adultery: nor this; hee that putreth 
away his wife and marrieth an other, com- 
mitteth adultry, therefore if he put her a- 
way & marry no other it is no adultry, as it 


may appeare by the like. Loſes ſaith:T how Læuit. 18.16 


ſeals net take à wife with her fitter while 
Fee 
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tee liueth: will you therefore argue out of 
 A\theſe words, that when a mans wife is 
E454 dead, he may marrie her ſiſter? Our Saui- 
|, Marc.16.16 our ſaith; II hoſocuor belceneth am it habti- 
2 Sed. ſball be ſaued. Will you therefore con- 


clude againſt S. Ambroſe that Theodoſins 


the Emperour which did beleeue and was 
3 not baptiſed, was not ſaued? The holy 
Nat. 1. 18. Ghoſt ſaith: Ioſeph knew not Cary vntill 
hee had brought foorth her firſt borne 
ſonne, & that Mary was found with childe 
before Ieſeph and {hee came together: will 
2 you there fore conclude with Heluidius the 
Hieron. cõ. Hereticke againſt S. Jerome, that Mary 
uu xcluidiũ as not a perpetuall Virgin, and that ſhee 
Aach. 28. as the mother of other children? and that 
4 after the birth of Chriſt, Ioſeph and Mary 
came together? Our Sauiour ſaith, I will 
1. Cor. 15, be with you till the end of the world. Paul 
. ſaith, ¶ hriſt. ſhall it. on the right hand of his 
Deeretal. Father untill he make his enemies his foote- 
| lib. 5. Tit. 4 fool : will you therefore conclude that 
2 Chriſt ſhall leaue vs after the end of the 
4 fart non world? er ceaſe to ſit on his fathers right 
ſecundum hund after his enemies are ſubducd 2 Von 
quodſonãt, ill aske me then, iftheſe words: ( Fxcept 


| - menrem 


ſed lecundũ i £. fur fornication) be „ ma , bue 
uiour vſe 


proferentis, Meercly Idle, why. doth our 
| | them 


* 
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them? or ho can i ſtand with the nature Hilar. Intel- 
of the holy Ghoſt to ſpeake idlely 2 Theſe ligentiadie- 
e ns 4 * 4--+;- #Orum ex 
\ | words ate not idle, and yet make notlung auſis e 
in fauour of divorcement. S. Augnitme ans aſſumenda 
ſwereth in this maner. Si ille mæchatur qui dicendi, 
dimiſſa vxore fornicatrice aliam ducit, cur er- quia non 
go dominuus interpoſuit cauſam fornicationts ? * 
mo, cur non dicit ſampliciter : qui dimiſſa mo eſt ſub. 
vxore aliam ducit, machatur ? If he which iectus. 
putteth away an adulterous wife and mar- 
rieth an other, committcth adultery in ſo 2 | 
doing,why did our Saujout putin this cau- iugijs. lib. x $ 
tion, ſaying, except it he for fornication? cap. g. 
Why did he not ſay rather abſolutely, that 
he which putteth away his wife and marri- 
eth an other committeth adulterie ? Quia 
dominus illud quod grauius adulteriũ elt com- 
memorare voluit quam id quod eff miuis, nam 


4 


grauiu aduſteriũ eſt pudica vxore dinnſſa alin 
ducere quam impudica,vt Jacobi quarto, ſcie- 
ti bonã facere & non facienti peccatum eff ill. 05 
nũquid idcirco peccatum eſt illi qui neſcit boni 
facerees , ideo no facit: vtrumq; peccatum eff, 
ſedillud mains iſtud minus, ita in hit adutterys, 
ſed vtrumq; eſt adaſterium. Becauſe our Sa- 
mour would ſprake of that adulterie eſpe- 
cially which was moſt heinous, rather click 
of the other which isaleſle offence, for it 
- : 15 3 


* 
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is a more grieuous adulterie to put away 


a chaſte wife and marry an other, then to 
putaway a diſhoneſt wife & marry again, 


euen as according tothe Apoſtle. To him ©. 


that knoweth how to do well, & doth it not to 
him it is ſin. Wil you therfore cõclude, that 
to him which knoweth not how to doo 
wel, & therfore doth it not, to him it is no 
ſin? Both are ſins, that greater and this leſ- 
ſer, ſo both theſe are adultry, though one 
be greater & the other leſſer. But for your 
farther ſatis faction, mine owne anſwer is 
this: Theſe words of our Sauiour (except it 
be for fornication) do ſhew that the drift of 
our Sauiour was two - folde, to ſhew what 
was ſuppoſed to be lawfull by the permiſ- 
fio of Moſes, & what was indeed lawful ac- 
cording to the word of God, for they af- 
foord two ſeueral conſtructions, ſecundum 
permiſſione Moſaicam & veritatẽ enangelica 
according to the permiſſiõ of Moſes, and 
the truth of the Goſpell, according to 


Aloſes his permiſſion, which was a man, 


and did like a man, diuorcement was per- 
mitted, onely in caſe of adulterie, but ac- 
cording to the immutable and incorrupt 
veritie of the ſcriptures, Chriſt denieth 
diuorcement to be lawfullzas by the ana- 


logy 
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logy of this place doth appeare, For,whE 


our Sauiour ſaith: wherefore I ſay vnto you: 
marke vpon what occaſion our Sauiour 
r ſay theſe things vnto them? conferre 
the beginning of the Dialogue or confe- 
rence of the Phariſies and our Sauiour, 
uith the end of the ſame, and his purpoſe 
will appeare. Where vpon doth our Sa- 
uiour deliuer this definitiue ſentence con- 
cerning diuorcement vnto them, but vp- 
on their falſify ing and belying the words 
of Moſes, u hich hee reſtoreth to the true 
ſence and meaning thereof: In the begin- 
ning of the cõſerence, the Phariſies asked 
Chriſt tempting him & ſaying :Is it law- 
ful for a man to put away his wife for eue- 
ry fault, making no mention of marrying 
againe? He anſwereth, it is not lawfull for 
any fault, and prooueth his deniall by ar- 
guments drawne; firſt from the nature of 
marriage, that which is but one cannot be 

diuided, vnitas eſt indiuiſibilis, but the man 
and wife ate one; therefore they cannot 


be diuided. The Maior is a principle in 


Arithmaticke, and cannot be denied: the Gen. 2.1 . 
Minor is Ipſe dixit a principle in diuinitie. 1. Cor. 6.18 
Secondly, fiõ the definition of diuorce- EPh. 3. 3. 


ment, no man can ſeuer thẽ whom God 
mn | hath 


Deu. a. 


| | Moth, 3. 


Mach. 5.43- 
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hath ioyned together, but to diuotce, is to 


ſeuer man and wife, whom God hath ioy- 
ned together, and this in effect is all that 
may be ſaide of this queſtion. But, the 
Phariftes not ſatisfying themſelues _ 
this anſwere, reply againſt it, and preſſe 
him with the authoritie of the ſcripture. 
Moyſes ſay they, commaunded the man 
to giue his wife a Bill of diuorcement and 
put her away. Hee anſwereth them, that 
in ſo alleadging the words of Moyſes, they 
faſſifie the Texte three maner of wayes. 
Firſt, whereas they ſay Moyſes commaun- 


died, it is not ſo, for Moyſet did but ſuffer 
them for the hardneſſe of theyr hearts; 
thete is great difference betweene a com- 


maundement and a tolleration, they he of 
ſundrie natures. Indeed our Sauiour ſaith 


It hath bene ſaid: Let him giue her a Bill of 


diuorcement. Which words doo import a 
commaundement, but by whom was it 


<ſaid? only by the Iewes, according to their 


receiued errour, for God neuer ſaid it, as 
alſo in the ſame place: Tee haue heard how 
it hath bene [zid , thou ſhalt lore thy neighbour 


and hate thine enemie. But if ye read the 


Leuit. 19. 15 place of ſcriprure to which ĩt hath relation. 


ye ſhall finde they haue miſreported of — : 
| tor 


for there is mention onely of the loue of tfany ob: 
our neighbour , not of the hatred of our ect that 
enemie, that is but their owne collection. — . 1 
* Secondly , whereas they build vpon this —— | 
tolleration of Moyſes, it is no ſufficient related in 
foundation to ground vpon, becauſe Me- Marke: I 
ſes in this his tolleration did not permit di-Aniv — 
uorcement as a thing honeſt and lawfull, — 
but that he did as a man, to beare with the lib. g. Tit. 
hardneſſe of their hearts, diſpence with 30. cap.y- 
them in this caſe, contrary to Gods word, Nihil obſtat 
where hee ſaith: From the beginning it was — 
not ſo. But whatſoeuer is contrary to the mg 2 

firſt inſtitution of marriage as it was in the 
beginning appointed of God is adulterie. 

For we are not to regard the receiued er- 

rour of the le wes, but the truth of leſus 

Chriſt, as Ignatius ſaith ad Philadelp. Anti- Vrſinus 

zuitas mea leſuu Chriſtus eft. My antiquitie Dor, 

is Ieſus Chriſt. And S Ambroſe : de virgi. Chriſt. 2. 

nibus : Nos noua que Chriftus non docuit iure — Fe 
damnamus, quoniam via fidelibus ( hriſtus eſt, — 
1 * Christus nou docuit quod docemus, nos precepri 

lina deteſtabile iudicamus. Wee doo iuſtly non mæ- 
condemne all doctrine as noueltie which — . 
| Chriſt hath not taught, becauſe he is the utio caftl. 
| onely teacher whom the faithful muſt fol- tatis & mu- 
bon: if therefore Chriſt _ the * nitio coniu: 
0 
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pj. Quic- of that which is taught, wee adiudge it a 
quiderc® damnable doctrine that is taught. And 
denen Cyprian Lib. a. Epiſt. 3. &i ſolus CHriſtus andi 

atem — bs . JE” \ 
& wunicn- endus eſt. nd debemus attedere quid aliquis ante 
dum coniu- nos faciendum putauerit,ſed quid qui ante om- 
gium,bac nes eſt ( hriſtus prior fecerit neg, ſequi oportet 
. Præei hominis conſuetudinem ſed dei veritatem. If 
Pris the ſheepe of Chriſt doo heare his voyce 
pfrohibetur. one ly, wee muſt not bee inquiſitiue what 
Sub adulte- others haue done before vs, but what 
rio prohi- Chriſt which is before all hath appointed 
= — = to vs, neither muſt we follow the cuſtomes 
ſtnati con. of man, but the truth of God, Bigamy was 
traria, 8 4 permitted to the Patriarkes, yet vnlawfull: 
corum cogaſo diuorcement to the Iewes, though Vn= 
natz IÞc- 1. wfull,It were very hard if our Sauiour ha- 


cies,cauſz, . _ 
occaſiones, uing thus pronounced diuorcement to bee 


effoctus, vnlawfull and repugnant to Gods inſtitu- 


antece- tion , ſhould in this rext being the nexr 
dentia con- verſe following after, contradit himſelfe 
ſequentia, nd allowe it to be lawful. T hirdly, where- 
as they falſifie A oſes, as if Moſes did tolle- 

rate diuorcement for any cauſe, ſaying: 7s 

it lam full for a man to put away his wife for a- 

an fault? Our Sauiour doth lay before them 

their errour, affirming that Moſes in that 

place which they alleadge, did not permit 
diuorcement for any cauſe but onely for 

One 


— 
— 
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dne cauſe,and that cauſe is heere ſpecified 

to be adulterie, where he faith : whoſoeuer 
(according to Moſes his permiſſion)putteth # 
away his wife except it be for whoordome, 
committeth adulterie. And yet he explai- 
neth that againe ſaying : that according to 
truth he cannot put her away for adulte- 
rie, becauſe he can marry no other, neither 
can (he marry any other, but both ſhall be 


adulterous. But, for the better ſatisfying 


of your ſelues, conferre this place of Ma- 
thew, with that of Deuteronomie, which is 
the ground of all this diſputation, and you 
ſhal finde that the Phariſics haue not dealt 
ingenuouſly, but very falſely. | 

The words of Moſes are theſe. Fa man Deur:24; 
rabe a wife, if ſo be that ſhe find no fauour in his 


eyes becanſe he hath eſpied ſome fili in her. 


T hereis the onely cauſe, heedoth nor ſay 
any cauſe,but one cauſe, which is fileh;bue - 
filth is according to the Hebrew phraſe 
adulterie, as it appeareth by the fourth 
verſe of the ſame Chapter, where whoor- 
dome is called by the gencrall name of 


flilth. So theſe words of our Sauiour are 


not onely a farther explanation of that 
texte of Deuteronomie which the Phari- 
Ges had corrupted but alſo a definitiue 

: C 2 ſentences 
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ſentence, and poſitive point of doctrine. 
that diuorcement being ſo common , was 
helde among the hard-hearted Iewes as 
lawfull, becauſe it was ſuffered by CHoſes, 
contrarie to the comniandement of God, 
and firſt inſtitution of marriage, which was 
fromthe beginning ofthe world. Moreo- 
uer, becauſe the Pharifies aske why did 
Moſes command to giue a Bill of diuorce- 
ment and put her away? and Chriſt anſwe- 
reth; A oſes did but permit: ſome Diuines 
do groſſely miſtake the ſence thereof,offir- 
ming theſe words to include partly a com- 
maundement , according to the words of 
the Phariſies, partly a tolleratiõ according 
to the words of Chriſt; to wit, a tolleration 
onely to put away their wiues, and a com- 
maundement that if they would vſe the li- 
bertie of this tolleration graunted vnte 
them, yet that they ſhould firſt giue a Bill 
of diuoreemẽt, that all proceedings might 
be according to order, but they are decei- 
ued by reading the vulgar tranſlation, and 
other corrupt Interpreters, for they tranſ- 
late it: Let bim write her a Bill of diuorce- 
ment; which tranſlation hath brought 
them into thus errour.Bur according to the 
Hebrew, Tremalius tranſlateth in this ma- 
| ner: 
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ner: Fa man take a wife aud ſhee finde no fa. 

vou in his eyes, becauſe he hath eſpied filth ins 

her in ſo much that he do giue her a Bill of di. 
worcement,&c, Here is no ſuch commaun- 
dement, as let him giue her a Bil}; but one- 

ly a ſuppoſition, if he doo giuc her a Bill of 
diuorcement, ( becauſe vnleſſe the Bill | 
were firſt giuen, the diuorcement was nor Vide Chry- 
tollerated) ſo that Hoſes is ſo farre from ſoſt. in Lab. 
commaunding, that he doth not ſo much as pas _ * 
tollerate it in expreſſe words, but onely * 

per tacitum cenſemſum, by not forbidding it 

expreſly , & ſo ſuppoſing ſuch an enormi- 

tie to bee committed according to their 

practiſe; onely he commaundeth this, that 

after it is done, if the woman aſter her de- 

parture marrie an other, that then ſhee 


ſhall not returne to her firſt husband a- 


T fad, whereas ſome Diuines take it pr> 

conceſſo, as a thing graunted, that the for- 

mall writing a Bill of diuorcement, did ra- 

tifie the diuorcement & make an act law- 

full, it is cleane contrary. You will ſay 

then, if the Bill could nor adde ſttength to 

the diuorcement to make it good, why was 1. Ideſet. 

it giuen? S. e Iuguſtius auſwereth, that a dom. in 

Bill of diuorcement was firſt deuiſed to monte. 
C 3 ſhewe 
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hexe the Tewes how vngodly a thing die 


uorcement was, for as much as it was law- 
ful for none to write Bills of diuorcement, 
but onely the Scribes and learned Doc- 
tors of the Laweʒ to whom onely it apper- 
tained by their office ſeribere ſacras literas 
to write in the holy tongue, and becauſe 
it was euen among them held for a cru- 
ell and vnnaturall fact for a man to put a- 
way his wife, and this Bill of diuorcement 
could not bee ingroſſed ſuddenly, but 
it required time and ſpace : when the 
plaintiue reſorted to the Scribes office to 
haue the Bill drawne , the Scribe was 
firſt to lay open to the partic grieued the 
vnlawfulneſſe of ſuch proceedings, and 
to perſwade him by all meanes to deſiſt 
from ſo badde a purpoſe, and bee recon- 
ciled to his wife againe, and to take better 
deliberation, and repaite to the office ſome 
other time, to trie if the partie gricued 

could by ſuch delay es be better aduiſed in 
colde bloud. But if ſo be that hee conti- 
nned obſtinate and vntractable, that his - 
hatred towards his wife could not be paci- 
fied ; then of two euils the leaſt was cho · 
ſen, to auoyd a greater miſchiefe: rather 
then the Jewe ſhould murther his wife, it 
| was 
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was whimumn refugium, the onely refuge 
left, to giue a Bill of diuorcement. Treme- 
firs in his notes vpon this place, obſerueth 
theſc foure things: Fitſt, that this tolleratio | 
of which we ſpake, did extend onely to 
that time preſent, when they were in the 
wilderneſſe, and not to be endured after 
they ſhould live vnder a ſetled eſtate in the 
land of Canaan, becauſe it is written in the 
fourth verſe of that Chapter, Zhou ſbalt nas 
ſuffer the land to ſinne, which the Lord ſhall 
giue thee to inherit; ſo that there was an 
inhibition or reſtraint againſt ſoſue and his 
ſucceſſors that they ſhould ſuffer no di- 
uorcements. The ſecond, that this fact 
was euen then manifeſtly condemned by 
Moſes when it was permitted, becauſe hee 
ſaith in the 4. verſe: The woman which is 
put away and marrieth an other, is pollu- 
ted by the fact of her husband which did 
put her away, and ſo giue her occaſion to 
marry an other, and that is abhomination 
in the ſight of the Lord. The third, that 
diuorcement is as vnlawfull as poligamy 

or marriage of many wiues , of which 
neither haue any warrant out of the 


- word , but that the Iewes liuing then 


not by precept but by example, not of 
C 4 the 


— 


? 


A Sermon preached 


34 
the godly, but of the wicked, learned poli- 


gamy of their fathers, of which the firſt was 


* Lamech,anddinorcement of the Ægypti- 


ans, which were Infidels. The fourth, this 
tolleration of Moſes was not in regard of 
Gods people in generall, but onely ofthe 
Iewes in particular, which could not by any 


arguments be perſwaded to renounce the 


ligamy of their aunceſtors, or diuotce- 


ment ofthe MÆgyptians. 


FHauing fpoken of the analogy of this 
place in particular, to ſhewe that the pur- 
poſe of our Sauiour Chriſt was to diſanull 
diuorcewent 3 I come to the analogy of 


faith in generall, to ſhew What faith ir ſelfe 


hath taught vs to beleeue concerning this 


queſtion, I hoſocuer purteth away bis wife, 
Sc. which words giue me occaſion to de- 


fine diuorcement, and to ſhewe what it is 
for a manto put away his wife. In which 
definition I muſt followe the example of 
Ariſtotle , which defined the things which 
were not. For when hee hadde ſnhew- 


ed howe impollible it was , that there 
ſhould be either vacuum or infinitum , yet 
defined them both, onely ſuppoſing thoſe 
things to bee , whichthe nature of things 


doch not afforde. 


In like maner I ſay: 
Dior 


Dixortium eſt non ens ; diuorcement is a 
cCching which is not, nor cannot bee, and 
that the Iewes did diuorce their wiues 
» onely in their groſſe imaginations, becauſe 
being put away, yet they continued their 
1 -wiucs, and their ſeperation was breach of 
| | wedlocke, euen as in the ſtory of Eliſaus, 
they which came to apprehend the Pro- 
phet were ſtrooken with blindneſſe, ſo that 
0 when they thought they were at Dothan, 2. Reg. 5. 
cheir eyes being opened they found that Gen. 3. l. 
they were in Samaria: and as Adam, wenn 
he thought to hide himſelfe from God in 
the thicket, was ſtill in his preſence: and as 
nas thought himſelfe ſafe from daunger 
byy flying to Z harſis, when he was in 
ieopardie: ſo they thinke themſelues inno- 
cent by giuing Bills of diuorcement, when 
they liue in adulterie and are nocent; but 
ſuppoſing that to bee which cannot bee, L 
| will define diuorcement out of the {cri 
, tures , to prooue that there can be no di- 
uorcement. Our Sauiour ſaith : Vhom God 
hath toned let no man ſeperate . In which 
words, is conteined the definition of di- 
norcement, Diuortium eſt ſeperatio viri ci 
coningis authoritate humana qui coniuntti ſue 
autboritare diuinã. Diuorcement is a ſepe- 
_ ration 


— 
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ration of man and wife by the law of main» 


which are ioyned together by the lawe of 


God. Bur that is an impoſſibilitie that man 


ſhould make a nullitie of that which God 
will haue to continue firme and ſtable, thar 


Loco com. 
de coiugio. 


man ſhould vndoo, & make to be of no va. 
liditie, which God doth ratifie & male to 
Rand good: that mans errour ſhould make 
an vnitie to be a number, an indiuiſible 
thing to be dinided , truth tobe no truth, 
— to be no marriage, ſomething to 
be nothing, ſet thẽ at libertie which in na- 
ture do, & mult continue bound. Our Sa- 
uiour Chriſt hath thus defined diuorcemẽt 
as you haue heard, and out of his one defi- 
nition of diuorcement, hath argued to 
prooue that there can be no diuorcement; 
and ifye will ſtand to the definition of our 
Sauiour Chriſt , you muſt confeſſe that 
there can be no diuorcement. 

The ſame may alſo be prooued by the 
definition of martiage, which M elancthon 
defineth in this maner. CHatrimonium ef 
legitima & in diſſolubilis coniunctio vnius mas» 
ris & unius femine, Marriage is a lawfull 
and indiſſoluble ioyning together of one 
man and one woman. But, if marriage 
be ſuch a coniunction as is not capable of 

8 — 


: 


| 
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marriage ſhould bee diflolued , the par- 
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any diſſolution as he tearmeth it: hee for- Lococom: 


where hee affirmeth that for adulterie a 
man may put away his wife and marry an 
other, that if a man bee boyſterous , fro- 
ward, cyclopicall, barbarous to his wife, 


if hee bee crabbed , roviſh , the wife 


may put him away and marry an other: 
that if hee neglect his family, the Magi- 
ſtrate may warrant her to marry an o- 


" ther. Others doo define marriage to the 


ſame effect as Melancthon did , but in 
more wordes: T hat marriage is a lawfull 
and perpetuall ioyning together of man 
and wife by the conſent of them both, 


for the begetting of children, auoyding 
_ fornication , and mutuall comfort. In 


which definition , the material] cauſe of 


marriage is man and woman, the finall 


cauſe mutuall comfort, procreation , auoy- 


dance of ſin:the efficient cauſe the mutuall 
cConſent of them both, but the formal cauſe 


Whichis the very nature, eſſence, and life of 
the ſame, is their law full and perpeutal ioy- 
ning together, but whatſoeuer is to a man 

erpetuall, is during life: theſe thinges 
— ſo, it cannot ſtand with faith that 


— — 


es 


"ww — 


getteth himſelfe in the next tract after, de diuortio- | 


Rom.9,2; 


ties living. The A poſi le ſaith therefore: 


|| * Cor. 7.1 
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The woman which is in ſubieftionto the - 
man is bound by the law to the man while 
he liueth, but if the man be dead, ſſie is des | 
uered from the law of the man; in which Þþ 
6 words hee ſheweth how the knot of matri- 
age cannot be vntied but by death. And 
to the married I commaund, not I, but the 
Lord : let not the wife de part from her 
husband,burif ſhee depart, let her remaine 
vnmarried, or be reconciled vnto her hus- ' 
band: In which words, where hee faith: }| 
firſt, let not the wife depart, ſecondly, if ſhe 
depart, let her remaine vnmarried; he inti - 
mateth two maner of departures, the fuſt, 
bs a vinculo, a rupture of the knot of mar- 
riage: the ſecond a menſa & thors,from bed 
and boord; the firſt he ſaith may not bee, 
becauſe it is contrary to the inſtitution of 
marriage; the ſecond, if vnhappily it fol · 
lowe, that for the incontinencie of the one 
partie, the other partie be giieued and 
cannot be reconciled vnleſſe they depart} 
yet that departure be but for a ſeaſon, vntii 
they can be reconciled againe, and that is 
no dinorcement. For there are three de- 
parturcs from the — bedde which | 
are lawful, two ptinate, — 1 


j # 


A. 


\\ 
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Apoſtle ſaith: Oeffaud not one an other, ex 


cept it be with conſent for a time, that yes may 


ius your ſelues to faſting and prayer, and a= 


Eine come together, leaſt Sathan tempt you 


far jour incomtinencie. IT he ſecond, incaſe 


otfneceſſſitie, it is lawfull for the man to diſ- 


nſe with himſelfe, as if the woman be ine 
cted with a contagious diſeaſe, that hee 


cannot doo the office of an husband with- 
out manifeſt daunger of his life, and it is no 
fraude becauſe it is not voluntarie. The 
chird, if the wife be an adultereſſe woman, + 
becauſe it is a publike ſcandall, he may by 


the publike magiſtrare be ſeperated from 


| >. his wife for her chaſtiſement vntill ſhee 


0 


| 
ned: as, if the woman be inforced by vio» 
| lence notgiuing conſent, as Dinah was: if Gen 20 


£5 s not gi 
- A by plaine and 


ſhew manifeſt tokens of amendment. And 


vet as the Magiſtrate mult be very ſparing 
do interpoſe his authoritie in ſuch a caſe, as The; Ag 
to enter berweene the barke and the tree: in 1. Cor. x 


ſoagaine, there be ſeuen exceptions which 
debarre the Magiſtrate from graunting a- 
ny ſeperation from bedde and boord, al- 
though incontinencie be euidently proo- 


decciueds 


lc ouerlight ſhce bee 


| thefirſtwith the conſent of both parties, ' 
* 6 Parties, 1. Cor. 7. 5s 
one diſpenſing with the other, where the 


N 


nt 
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deceiued, taking one for another, as Tacob | 


Gen.16. 


fohn,$, 


. Conſcience be a plaintiue againſt her: if he 


was when Z aban put Leah in his bedde in 
Reed of Rachel: if the woman by great 
preſumptions in lawe, and the general 
view of the world, ſuppoſing her husband 
by his long abſence to be dead, doo hy 
publike allowance without guilt of con- 
ſcience marry an other: if her husbande 
himſelfe be conſenting to her adultery, as 
Sara gaue her maide Agar to lie with A. 
bram, for then it is his fault as well as hers: 
if hee by refuſing to accompany with her 
hath abuſed her weakneſſe and ſo giuen 
her occaſion to fall, he cannot with a good | 


— 


knowing his wife to bee incontinent doo 
beare with her for the preſent time, hee 
ought not afterward to complain, becauſe | 
lawe doth ſuppoſe a reconciliation & for- 
giueneſſe of * crime, and after forgiue- 
neſſe there ought to bee no puniſhment. | 
But the greateſt occaſion is this: if the wo- 


man be able to plead compenſati againſt 
her husbandʒ that is, if he haue bene incon- 


tinent as well as ſhe, as our Sauiour wrote 
with his finger in the duſt concerning the 
woman taken in the act of adulterie: Hes 


— — — 


which will chrowe the firſt ſtone ax her 


mult 
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muſt be guiltleſſe himſelfe. The Canon Grat. dee 
lawe ſaith: Nihil iniquius quam fornicatio- cret · pars 12 
| ms cauſa dimittere vxorem qui & ipſe conin- caula 32. 
citur fornicari, occurrit enim illud: qui alte- DT _ 
' rs indicas teipſum condemnas, Qua propter Aug, de ſer; 
quiſquis vult fornicationis eauſd dimittere in monte. 
vxorẽ prior debet eſſe 4 fornicatione pu gatus. cap. 8. 
Nothing can leſſe ſtand with iuſtice then Nom. &. 
that an adulterer ſhould put away an adul- 
tereſſe, for in iudging her, according to the 
rule of the Apoſtle he condemneth him- 
| ſelfe; therfore he which wil accuſe his wife, 
| muſt firſt looke well that he be cleare him- : 
| ſelfe. Againe: Quales vultis vxores veſtras Ko. cap. a5 
| inuenire, tales ſitis & vos, intactam querts, in- 
tadtus eſto, puram queris,nol eſſe impurus. Be 
; to your wines as you will that they ſhal be 
to you; will you haue them continent, 
your ſelues muſt be chaſte ; he which will 
haue his wife to be Sara, himſelfe muſt be 
| Abraham; he which will haue his wife to be 
| Rebecca,himſelfe muſt be aac; he which 
vill haue his wife to bee Rachel, himſelſe 
muſt bee Jacob; hee which will haue his 
wife to bee Elixabeth, himſelfe muſt bee 
Zachary. And I counſell all hard- hear- 
ted hasbands , which ſeeke diuorcement 
from their wiues, to conſider if they them- 
(clues | 


— 


— 
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{clues haue not bene ſome occaſion of thae 
euill which they lay to their charge? whe- 
ther compenſation may iuſtly be pleaded 

* againſt them or not? and to remember the 

Sen. 36. {tory of Judah, which iudged his daughter 

| in lawe Thamar worthy of death forplay- 

ing the harlot, whom he himſelfe kad defi- 

led , not knowing her becauſe her maske 

was on her face, but vpon the ſightofa 

cloake , a ſtaffe and a ring which hee had 

left with her, confeſſed her to be more 

righteous then himſelfe. But none of theſe 

ſeperations which I haue rehearſed, can vn- 

ie the knot of matrimonie, neither are 

they to bee intended to continue for euer, 

but for a time, therefore they are no di- 

| Lib. de li- uorce ment. S. Chryſoſtome faith: Ne mibi F 

| bellore. Yegerabexters cõditas legas precipientes dari 
| pudij. All repudy , & Aiuelli. Neg, enim iuxta 
A vir Hu: as iudicaturus eit te Deus, in iha die qua ve- 
Je % v de heldhurus eſt, ſed ſecundum ſuas, ut ipſe flatuit. In 

6 Fans e iyſe formationis modo iegem induxit quam ego + 

„No tee. Anc ſcribo. At quænam ille eff? Hac vtiq: 

Lo iy 0) Ears fibi , vxorem ſeruet ſemper q 

de - initio ſortius eft, hac lex antiquior eſt, quam 

(= ill de libello repudy , & in tantùm quantum 

; Adem ipſo Moſe, Doo not tell me of mens 

new lawes concerning diuorcement, but 
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of Gods olde lawe concerning marriage, 
for God at the day of iudgement ſhall note 
iudge thee according to the lawe which 


man hath deuiſed , but according to that 
* which his ſelfe hath commaunded. But the 


ng ue e which God preſcribed to 
man in his creation was this, that hee 


ſhould during life cleaue vote that wife 
which he hath at the firſt taken vnto him. 
And that lawe of matriage is by ſo much 
more auncient then this of diuorcement, as 
innocencie is before ſinne, and Adam be- 


fore Moſes. Againe: Quemadmodum ſerui 


Fugitini etiamſi damum herilem relinquant, 
catenam ſecum habent attrahentem ita e5* © 
mulieres etiamſi viros relinquant, legem habit 


pro catena ſe perſequentem,C adultery accu- 
ſantẽ, accuſantem etiamrecipientes, As when 
a ſeruant runneth from his M. the chaine 
of bondage doth purſue him, and bring 
him backe againe to his maiſter, ſo when a 
woman leaueth her husband, the lawe of 


; Matrimony is as a chaine to draw her hacle 


againe to her husband, to lay adultry to her 
charge for her departure, and adultery io 
their charge which ſhall receiue her. 


In which words he ſpeaketh plainly, it ĩs 
adulterie for man and wife to depart, and 


D mis 


— = 
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it is adulterie for them to marry againe. 
Moreouer: Afulier:quam diu vixerit ma- 
rituu ſubdita eff legi. quæ autem ſubdita eſt le- 


gi, etiamſi millies libellum repudy det, adul- 
terij ligabitur lege. The woman is bound 


by the lawe to the man while hee liueth, 
but thee which is bounde by the lawe, 
ſhall bee an adultreſſe by the lawe, if ſhee 
leaue her husband, notwithſtanding a 
thouſand Bills of diuorcement. 


. Concerning the forend propoſition , that 
hee which hath put away his wife can 
marrie no other while ſhe lineth, 


The ſecond followeththe fiſt as a ne 
ceſlaric conſequent, becauſe a man cannot 
put away his wife, he cannot marrie an o- 
ther. For, numeroſum coniugium, multitude 
of wiues is not permitted, no man may bee 
the husband of two wiues. The grounds 
are laid downe alreadie in the handling of 
the firſt propoſition, ſothat it ſhalbe ſuffi- 
cient in the ſecond to anſwere the reaſons 
of them which maintain cõtrary doctrine, 
and becauſe in ſo ſhorr a ſcantling I cannot 
touch them all, I will ſpeake of ſome. The 
differences of opinions which they hold 

| CE Xs 


we 
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are theſe; ſome, that the man by priuiledge 
of his Sexe may marry againe, but the wo- 
man may not: others, that the partie inno- 
cent may marry, but the nocent may not: 
of which I ſhal haue fitter occaſiõ to ſpeake 
when I come to the third propoſition, and 
in the handling of this propoſition I will 
anſwere Bea, which alleadgeth 7. reaſons 
why a man may divorce his wife for incõti- 
nencie, & that after diuorcement is graun- 
- ted, both the man and the woman, the of- 
fended and the offendor may marry again. 

His firſt argumẽt is this: Chriſt being as 
ked what he held concerning that diuorce- 
, ment,which in his daies was in vſe & prac- 
tiſe among the lewes, which was not only 
aK aſeperation fro bed and boord, but alſo a 
diſſolution of the knot of marriage, that li- 
bertie was giuẽ to marry againe? anſwered, 
that in caſe of adultery it was lawfull. To 
which I anſwere,that as Bez4 aileadgeth,ſo 
our ſauiour Chriſt did ſpeak of that diuorce 
nẽt, which was the practiſed & vnderſtood 
to be a diſſolution of marriage, & intended 
that they might marry againe. But how did 
our Sauiour ſpeake of it? not affirmatiue- 
Iy, but negatiuely , as before I ſhewed;' 
fo that this argument is a fallacie called 
| / 9 petitio 


Lib de d- 
uor tic. 
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petitio principij and he diſputeth ex non con- 
ceſſis, taking that as graunted which from 
the beginning we haue denied : he vnder- 
ſtandeth the anſwer of our ſauiour to be af- 
firmatiue, which is negatiue: to be particu- 
lar. x hich is vniuerſall: to be hypothericall, 
which is categoricall: to containe but two 
ropoliitios. which comprchendeth three, 


and fo conſteterh this text contrary to the 


analogy of faith, and of this place, contrary 
to the 1udgement of the ſoundeſt Farhers, 
the Canon lawe, the practice of Chriſt his 
Churctifrdm̃ the Apoſtles vntill his owne 


time, Fc cotrary to the nature of wedlock, 
to the expret{e words of our Sauiour, as 


cret 2. pars. niente diuortio, non abeletur Cafederatio nup- 
32, caufa. 7 tialis, ita vi fi coniuges ſint ſeperati, cùm illis 
quæſt I. & adulterium committant, quibus etiam fuerint 
- 0 deg po#t repudium copulati. They which are ſe- 
coniugali perat ed remaine man and wife after ſepe - 
cap 7. tation, and they Iue in adulterie if they 
marrie other, becauſe the knot of marriage 

De adult. abideth firme. Againe ſaith S. Auguſtine, 
comug.li,2, euen 4s he which hath once receiued the Sa. 
cap. 4. crament of baptiſme,cannot be unbaptized a. 
\ - gaine while he liueth; ſo they which haue en- 


tred into the holy eſtate of marriage, cannct be 


vn married 


| „ 
Grat de- haue ſhewed. The Lawe ſaith: Interue- 


— 
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vnmarried againe white they liue. And as 
one Councell ſaith: placuir ſecundum euau- Concil. 
gelicam & apoſtolicam doctrinam, vt neq dia Milcuitan 
miſſus ab vxore nec dimiſſa à marito, alteri cad — 
iungantur, ſed ita maneant , aut ſibi reconcili- 
entur. It is the doctrine of the Apoſtles 
and Euangeliſtes, that neither the man nor 
the woman which are parted, ſhell marry 
againe, but either refraine from marriage, 
or reconcile themlelues one to the other. 
Neither mult they becing reconciled, bee 
mariied anew as ſome of late haue practi- 
ſed among vs, becauſe the knot being not} 
broken the firſt marriage is firme. 
| His ſecond obiection: that it is iniu - 
ſitice to puniſh the innocent for the no- 
cent: but If When diuorcement is graun- 
ted, yet the plaintiue which hath ſued the 
0 dmorce, ſhall be reſtrained from marriage, 
he muſt either be in daunger of burning in 
luſt, becauſe he cannot containe, or elſe be 
compelled to receiue again his adulterous 
wife which was diuorced: then is it all one 
as if there had bene no diuorcement. So 
Auguſtines anſwere is: Lex ꝗiuina non eſt Ad Pollen. 
mutanda propter querelas hominum, ſi quere- tium lib. a. 
fas incontinen tmn velmus admittere , neceſſe P10. 
<4 quamplurima aduſteria permittere. Mans 
5 D 3 complaint 
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complaint of iniuſtice muſt not alter the 

law of God, And if the Magiſtrates eares 
ſhall bee open to ſuch complaintes, the 

high way ſhall bee laide open to inconti- 

nent livers. Innocentius hath ſayd well to 

the purpoſe, a woman may bee long ſicke 
Sf an infectious diſcaſe, which croſſe is re- 
medileſſe, why cannot the husband as 

Well conteine in cale of adulterie as of ſick- 
"Heſle? and where Bezareplicth that the | 

calc is different betweene a dileaſed 
perſon whom the hand of God hath af- 

flited , ant! one which by adulterie hath 
made a voluitaric breach of u edlocke: 
that is no replye , becaule in reſpeR of 

| — which hath not the gift 

of continencic the gift is all one, and 

| "Fer Tomectimes it falierh out, that wo- 
men haue daungerous infections, not J. 
onely by the hand of GOD , but alſo 

by theyr owne miſdemeanour of them- 
{clues. | 

1 Cor. 7. The third, isan allegation of the Apo- 
| ſtle: He which cannot abſtaine , muſt marry, 
but aman which is ſeperated from his wife 
want chaſtatie , aud therefore muſt mar. 
79. Ianſwere S. Paul out of S. Paul, hee 
which cannot containe let him marryabue 4. 
01 
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let him marry in the Lord, aulas in domino, 
not otherwiſe , but he can arry in the 
Lord which is married alreadie; hee can- 
not take a ſecond wife which is not freed 
from the firſt : therefore if he cannot cone 
taine, let him bee reconciled to his wife, 
that is a preſent remedie againſt fornica- 
tion. 8 
The fourth: hee asketh (whereas S. 
Auguſtine ſaith the man is bound to for- 
giue his wife vppon repentance) what if 
her repentance bee but fayned ? and 
what if affer forgiueneſſe there bee a 
relapſe into adulterye againe? why 
Mould a Chriſtian bee bounde to ſuch 
an inconuenience? I anſwere, that where- 
as hee thinketh it an hard condition for 
a man to forgiue his wife yppon repen- 
rance , beeing not aſſured whether ſhee 
repent vofainedly or no ; nor reſolued 
whether ſhee will afterwarde remaine 
chaſte or no: The like may bee obieted 
againſt them which are excommunica- 
ted by the keyes of the Church, which 
ſhewing . — itent doo craue 
abſolution , and to bee receiued againe 
into the congregation of the faithful : 
hee which is to pronounce abſolution caa- 
D 4 not 
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not iudge of the contrition of the inward 
man, and yet hee mult abſolue, and leaue 
the reſt to God, which knoweth the ſe- 
crets of the heart. Man can goe but by 
outward appearance, and in charitie hope 
the belt. So muſt a man doo by his witg; 
We muſt not negare lapſis pænitentiam, dil- 
paireof them that fall, becauſe they may 
ariſe againe. Chriſt beeing asked by Pe- 
ter how often a man muſt forgiue his bro- 
| ther? anſwered, ſeuentie times ſeuen, but 


Nat. 18. 


if 
0 il a brother, much more a wife. There- 
Adpoll l 2. fore ſaith S. Auguſtine: Durum tibi videtur 
cap. 6. & 7. aaulteri coniugi reconciliari? durum non erit 
I fides adſit. Cur adhuc deputamus adulteros 
U wel baptiſmo lotos wel penitentia ſanatos' ? 
| Doth it ſeeme an hard condition to thee 
| to be reconciled to thy adulterous wife? If 
| ir ſeeme diſficult , then faith is wanting: 
where is charitie, if we condemne them 
ſtill to bee adulterous which are cleanſed 
by the water of baptiſme, and waſhed by 
l the teares of repentance? He rendereth a 
reaſon of this doctrine. In the olde Lawe 
men · were frobidden to receiue ſuch wo- 
| | wen as were polluted by adulterie, becing 
ſo hainous offenceas it could not be clean- 
ed by ſacrifice ; but vnder the new Teſta- 
ä ment 


Af 
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ment by the bloud of Chriſt , which is a 1. Sam. ib. 
more.worthy ſacrifice then all the reſt, all 

offences are forgiuen, and therefore Dauid 

as a figure of the new Teſtament receiued 

Saules daughter an adulterous woman; and 


ſimnce, Chriſt hath ſaid to the woman, Iwill Iohn. 8. 


not condemne thee, ſinne no more; aq 
non videt ignoſcere debere maritum cui igno- 

uiſſe videt Dominums ? (hal not the husband 
forgive her whom Chriſt hath forgiuen ? 
or eltceme her as polluted whom the 
bloud of Chriſt hath cleanſed? Quibus hoc 
Chriſti factum diſplicet, hos non ſeueros caſti- 
tas fecit, ſed ipſi ægroti medicum reprehendunt. 
in aduſteros adulteri ſæuiunt. They which 
like not of this iudgement of Chriſt, are 
not ſo ſeuere againſt others becauſe them- 
ſelues are chaſte , but themſelves beeing 
ſicke, miſlike their phiſition; and puniſh 
adultery, being adulterous themſelueszlike 
the men which brought the woman to our 
Sauiour tobe ſtoned, their ſelues being of 
fenders. Iaske ſaith he, whether it bee 
lawful to put her to death by the law of the 

Romanes, or to put her away by the lawe 
of God? Si Icet, melius eſt vt ah utroq; ſe | 
temperet, & a licito ill peccante ſupplicio, 2 : 
ab ilicito illã viuente coniugio, quum enim 

N vtrumq̃ 


3 gane, when husbands and wiues are weary 
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wtrums, ſecundum legam Chriſti ſit illicitum, 


fine adulteram occidere, ſiuè lla viuente aliam 
ducere, ab virog, eſt ab ſtinendum, nec illicitum 


prò illcito faciendum. If it be lawfull to doo 


either, yet is it better to do neither of thẽ. 
Not to do all which in extremitie we may, 


but to abſtaine frõ that lawful puniſhment 
when ſhe offendeth, & this vnlawfull mar- 
riage while ſhe liueth. But ſeeing both are 
valawfull by the law of Chriſt, which nei - 


ther determineth that adulter ie ſhould be 


puniſhed with death, neither alloweth a 
man to marry againe while the adultereſſe 
Jiueth; both are to be forborne, and one 
ſinne is net to be requited with an other. 
The fiſt: If the husband may not put 
away his wife for adulterie and marry an 
other, then muſt the gap be opened to diſ- 
honeſtic,and a chaſte man muſt will he, nil 


dhe, be ſubiect to an harlot. That which he 


alleadgeth = vs, maketh moſt of all 
for vs,the reſtraining of marriage after di- 
uorcement is ſo farre from giuing. occaſion 
to be vnchaſte, as it keepeth many within 


the bounds of chaſtitie, which otherwiſe - 


would not containe:for who ſeeth not that 


they which bee diuorced may marry a- 


one 
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one of an other, they will confeſle adultry 
that they may be diuorced & mary others? 


The ſixt, is a decree of an auncict Coun» Coneil. Au- 


cel, that ſuch me as take their wiues in adul- latenſis 


terie; themſelues being chaſte, and are pro- 
hibited ro marry others. ſnould be perſwa- 
ded to refraine while their wiues are liuing. 

This alſo maketh for vs, for the fathers in 
that councell were fo farre from allowing 
the ſecond marriage, that they withltood 
it two wayes, præcepto & conſilio, both by 
commaundement, and alſo by aduice: by 
commaundement , becauſe they ſay by 
lawe it was prohibited: by aduice, be- 
cauſe they vſed perſwaſion to the contra - 
ry, hauing power of themſe lues by their 
decree to haue made it lawfull, had they 
not held it according to the word of God 
to be vnlawfull. 


The laſt, is the authoritie of Epiphani- Epiph. can 


us, ſaying: that if a man marry a ſecond 
wife, his firſt beeing diuorced , hee is 
not ſubiect to the cenſure of the Church, 
ſo as hee conuerſe but with one, and 
forſake the company of the other: but 
in ſuch caſe his frailtie is tollerated. In 


which words, what doth Epiphanius ſay 


more then wee haue ſaide already, _ 


can. 10g 


tra Ca- 
thor Cho 
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the Church hath ſometimes tollerated thẽ 


which haue put away one wife and marri- 


ed an other: which practiſe if it were ho- 


neſt, and iuſt, & conſonant to Gods word 


what needed a tolleration? Moſes had not 


bene ſaid to haue tollerated diuorcement, 


other Magiſtrates vſurie, other ſtewes, o- 
ther drunkenneſle, if theſe things had bene 
lawfull. 

As for Melancthon which affirmeth that 
if the husband be vnkinde to his wife, and 
neglect the care of his fami ly, the Chriſtian 
Magiſtrate may warrant her to marry an 
other: his aſſertion is like the charters of 


great Princes, Nhieli write teſe meip/o,wit- , 


neſſe my ſelf. For ſoundnefle of reaſon, te- 
ſtimony of ſcriptures, grounds of diuinitie, 
he can haue none in the fauour of ſo mon- 


ſtrous an opinion, neither doth he alledge 


x. Tim. 5. 
J. Cor. 7. 


Ar married during the time of 
heir infidelitie before they were courted 


any. If he haue any ſhewe of prodfe to 

ound his abſurditie vpon , it can bee but 
Fs He which careth not for his family hath 
denied the faith. And if the vnbeleeuing 
husband will needes depart, let him, for 


a brother or ſiſter is not ſubiect in ſuch 


things. But theſe words were concerning 


to 


4 
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to the faith; of which ſort we haue none 
in Chriſtian Common · wealthes; and yet 
not ſo as if an vnbeleeuing hu; band could 

be forced by the Magiſttate to departz 
onely if he will depart ſaith the Apoſtle, 

let him depart , but if hee bee content to 
dwell with her, ſhe muſt not ſorſake him: 
and ſtill this concluſion ſtandeth firme, if 


he do depart, ſo long a his wife liueth hee 


may not marry. 


Of the third propoſition, the woman which 
is diuorced may not marry. 


Whoſoener marrieth her which is diuorced 
committeth adulterie. It followeth then, 
that ſhe remaineth ſtil his wife from whom 
ſhe was diuorced, el — — 
for a man to marry her, and if ſhee remaine 
his wife, thenis he ſtil] her husband, not- 
withſtanding the ſe peration, therefore it is 
no diuorcement. So ſaith Augustine: Illad De adult. 
qui dimiſſam duxerit mæchatur, quo modo ve · Coniug. li. 
rum eſſe poteſt? niſi quia ea quam duxit vxor, AP: tt 
aliena eſt priori marita a quũ dimiſſa eſt adhuc 
viuenti? ſienim ſuæ, non alienæ vxori miſcetur, 
tim non mæchatur, at mæchatur, ergo aliena 


* 


e cui miſcetur, fi antim aliena eſt, tim non 


ceſſa 


Chry ſoſt. 
pudij. 
J. 6- 
37 25 : 
vil: 
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| cefſatillureſſe ra quo dimiſſa eſt, ſ autem 


ceſſat, t ua alterius eit cus nupſit, et ſi hu- 


ius, tum non mæchus iudicandus elt [ed maria 
tus. That ſaying of our Sauiour : hee that 


marrieth her which is diuorced commiteth 


adultry: how can it be true? vnleſſe becauſe 


the woman which he hath married, is an o- 
ther mans wife: that is, his from whom ſhe 
was diuorced, ſo long as he liueth? for if he 
marry no mans wife but his owne;thenis it 
no adultery : but it is adultery, therefore 


ſhee is an other mans wife, and not his 
| ownegelſe he could not be judged an adul- 


terer, but her lawfull husband. Seruis 


de lib. re. quidem licet mutare dominos viuentes, vxori 
autem non licebit viros commutare viuen- 
— —— 


tes, alioqui adulterium perpetrabit. A ſer- 
uant hath more libertie in · the bondage 
of his ſeruice, then a woman in the free- 


dome of her wedlocke, hee may chaunge 
maiſters,ſhee may not chaunge husbands, 


while her firſt husband liueth. Secunde 


nuptiæ priore marito viuente pollutio ſunt 
aon mat rimonium. For if ſnee take an other 


husband ſhe is de filed, but ſhe is not marri- 


ed. If then he which marrieth her that is di- 
uorced cõmitteth adultery, why doth Be 
allow her to marry:? His anſwere is: Wha- 

. ſoeuer 


. 
* 
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ſoeuer marrieth her which is diuorced, vn- 
leſſe ſhe be diuorced for adultery, com- 
mitteth adultery by marrying her, but if 

; ſhe be diuorced for adulterie ſhe may law- 
fully marry. By which anſwere doo bur 
vouchſafe to take knowledge of the great 

- Inconueniences which ſhall bee brought, 
and burdens which ſhall be laide vppon a 
Chriſtian kingdome. They which be mar- 
ried, wil vpon their diſcontentments com- 

| mit fornication that they may be vnmar- 

' ried ,, then it will bee no more then this: 

Mc fatun fateor,quem calceus vrget et yxnor, 

Ifa mans ſhooe pinch him, no more but 


goe torne ſhoomakers ſhopand buy a new 

+ Paire of ſhooeg: if a mans wife grieue him, a 
preſent remedy,to goto the church & ma- 
ry a new wife. And the ſhal the queſtio be, 
who ſhal keep the children? S. Auguſtine is 
of acorrary iudgemẽt toBeza. Qui dicimuu: 
Qui mulierem prætèr fornicationem dium ſſam 
ducit mechatur nõ ideò mæchari negamus qui 
ea ducit que propter fornicatione dimiſſa eſt, v. 
terq enim eſt mæchus, qui ob fornicationem di- 
mittit & aliam ducit, & etiam qui citra forni= 
cationem dimittit & aliam ducit, non enim 
ex hoc alter mæchus negatur quoniam alter 
wmechuiexpranttur. Wee which ſay, hee is 
8 an 


— — 


— 


2 


De ad 


ult. 


coniugijs. 
lib. t. cap. 9. 
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an adulterer which marrieth her which is 
diuorced ; vnleſſe ſhe be diuorced for adul- 
terie: doo not therefore denie but he is an 
adulterer alſo which marrieth her that is 


Qiuorced for adulterie, for they are both. * 5 


Adulterers, whether it be for fornication or 


not: if they marrie her which is put away. 


For the affirmation of the one to be an 


adulterer, is not a denial but that the other 


alſo is an adulterer. Although faith he, S. 
Maubem by expreſſing one adulterer, and 
concealing the other, hath made it hard to 
vnderſtand, yet other Euangeliſts ſpeakiiqg 
in aFeneralitic haue made it plaine, that it 
o be vnderſſood of both, becauſe Marie 


Nc. 10. 1. ſaith: Whoſoener ſhall put away his wife and 


mary an other, committeth aautterie againſt 


ber: and if a woman put away her husband 
Luca6.1s; 414marrie an other, ſhe committeth adultery. 


And S. Zuke hath the ſame. Qui ergo nos 


ſumus vt dicamus: Eſt qui mæchatur vxore 


dimiſſa alteram ducent, & eſt qui hoc faci en- 


non mæchatur, qui enangelium dicat omnem 
\onechari qui hoc facit! Who is man that hee 
ſhould diſtinguiſh more ſubtilly then the 


holy Ghoſt hath diſtinguiſhed? ſaying: 


ſome men which pur away their wiues and 
marry are adulterers , and others are not, 
iz when 


* 


1 


0 


- 
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when S. Marbe and S. Lulę being expolin 


tots of S. Mathe, ſhe we that all are adul- 
terers which warry themwhich. are pia - 
vay, bee the cauſe of their diuotcement 


whatſoeuer? Neither can this anſwete of 
Be ⁊a ſatisfie, that in Geneua adultety is pus 
niſhed with death, and ſo all controuerſies 
are ended; for then & hat needeth diuorce· 
ment? If when the man bath put away his 
wife for adultery ,the Magiſtrate doa put 
her to death, the cãſe is cleate, he may mar: 
ry againe 7 not becauſe ſhee is diyorded 
but becauſe ſhe is dead. But many Chi» 


ſtian Lands haue no ſuch lawe as to puniſh} , 
adulterie with death, neither are Chriſti.) : 


ans bound to take examples by Iewes and 


Turkes which did, and do the ſame. The 1 
| lawe of rhe Goſpell hath impoſed noſugh -.:- 


commaundement vpon vs, but cuery king. 
dome hath Chriſtian libertie to eſtablith 
ſuch ciuill lawes, as the wiſedome of the 
land all ſee fit for the ſtate to beate It 


doth not male againſt vs that by the lawe 


among the Iewes, no more then that by 


the lawe of God, theft was not puniſhed 


with death among the Iewes, but with re- 


iirurion of foure and fine-folde.: Ic was © 


E not 
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of God adultery was puniſhed with death 2 
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ti 
i 
| 
1 
' 
45 
| 
| 
{1 


1 
4 


Ex. 22.1. not lxwofulliamong ihe lewes to gatherthe 
Leuit. 19-9 glaynmęs of theirowne harueſt, uor tolet 
Deut. zl. 3. the:bothes of them which are hanged to 


hang all night i robe too ſortt of graine 
to 
for Chxiſtianstheſo things arelawful.God 
gaur the la es vb the lewes, one mon 
rabvehich remminerhiſtitm force among alt 
natrens: the ſecond cveremoniall, which was 
abgogared by thedearhof Chtiſt: the third 
audiciait:for ciuill gouemment, which did 
belong to the ſevts only but puniſiment 
of dultety with death was a part of the in- 
diviath}awe, and therefore bindeth not vs 
wlobey it which be Chriſtians. But S. Hie- 


Ad Aman. Toweinth :. Omnes ocraſiones Apoſtoties am- | 


dum pref. yuiuns upartè definit vnuonte diru adniferims 
bytcrum. uſſe vnulerrm ſi alteri nupſerit. The Apo- 
| le preuenteth all-quakrs and euaſions, 

ſetting downe as a poſitiue doQrine,thar 

what woman ſocuer matrieth while: her 

firſthusband hueth; ſhe committerfvadul- 
Ad Apollẽt. tery.: A nd S. Anguſtine: Lice. dinuititur 
l. a. cap. 4. iconjuux propter cauſam fornicationts., ſed ma- 
get viur ni prioris. praprer quod rem fi adul. 
Jer qui dimiſſam duerit, etuũ olbcauſam for- 


Canon. 


gerhernas Wheat and Rye in one held, 


mation: A woman may: bee ſeperated 
oli. 7. fromher lusband 1 
. | | ce 


; 


—— 
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ſhee i his wife, and he which marrieth her 
committeth adultry, although ſhe were put 
away for fornication. In fo great a cloude 
of witneſſes of our fide , wee may be- 
bolde , notwithſtanding the iudgement 
of Beza, and the late writers of the refor- 
med Churches. — 5 
The Libertines of our age, now liuing, 


Aue a prerogatiue in this caſe to the man 


aboue the woman, becauſe of the Sexe, 
becauſe the one is a man, the other but 
a woman; as if the one might marrie , 
but not the other, abuſing the word of 


God to their owne damnation , turning 


the grace of God into wantonneſſe. E- viadieiæ 
uen as others will prooue rebellion and . 7. 
high treaſon out ot the ſcriptures , that anos. 


the people are aboue their King: out of 
the ſcirptures, ſo will they take libertie 
to themſelues out of the ſcriptures, to 
maintaine theyr vncleane and licentious 
life, as that the man may put away the 


vVoman and not commit adultery in mar- 
rying an other, but the woman may 


not doo the like, becauſe, ſay they, tlie 
man may haue many wiues, but the 
woman may not haue many husbandes. 


Thbeyr proofe is the ſaying of Naa 


E 2 to 


ST 


4% . 
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52 A Sermon preached 
to David. Thus ſayth the Lord : I an- 


| noynred thee King ouer Iſtael, delivered 
tlice out of the hand of Saule, gaue thee 


into thy boſome, and if that hadde not 
beeneinough , I would haue given thee 
ſuch and ſuch things : why then haſt thou 
taken Drias his wife? Innocertius the third 
maketh aunſwere, that Dauid and the Pa- 
triarkes hadde by particular diſpenſation 
Trom God, multitude of wiues, and were 
excuſed of poligamy, which wee are not: 
"Eeucnas Iacob tolde a lye, the Iſraelites rob- 


Gen. 25. bed the Ægyptians, Sampſon murthered 


Ex. 1 1. 2. 


lud. is. 30. the Pfiliſtines, the Leuites compaſſed the 


loſua. 6.15. walles of Jericho, with their Trumpets of 
Rammes hornes vpon the Sabaoth day, 
but wee may not do the like. But ſaith he: 
Innocenti. ¶ Tiftiana rehgio adulterium in vtrog, ſexn 
us Epiſt, 3. quali ratione punit. Chriſtian religion pu- 
ad Excupe- niſhieth adulterie in man and woman both 


riun. De 10 4:1. -- PIE! yp N 
ar alike. And Auguſtine: Tu exigis hoc ab vx 


mr duties mult be kept as well ofthe man as of 
the woman. | - 


Others there be,which make a diftinc-' 


tion betweene the partie innocent and the 
partie nocent; as if the one might marry, 
-- ol 


O 
— 


thy Lordes bouſe , and thy Lordes wiues 


ore & non vis reddere hoc vxori? Marriage 


— 


4 Paule Croſſe. 5 


but not the other, But that the partie no- 

cent max marry as well as the mnocent, I 

prooue by theſe foure reaſons, he firſt, 

the cuſtome and practiſe of the 1 

Church when ( Moſes liued, from whence © 

\ the Chriſtians haue — diuorcement, 444 
CMeſes ſaith + Ifa man tahea wife , and/hee Deut. a. 
finde no fauour in his eies, becauſe he hath epi- L 
ed filthineſſe i in her, in ſo much that he doo gine 


ger a Bl of diuorcement, and ſbe marry an o. 


| _ and her ſecond husband diuorce her in 


lie maner, or die , let her not returne to her 
BE husband a gaine, after ſbee is defiled. By 
hich word it is euident, that when Mo- 
Vier liued, women which were diuorced for 
Adulterie did marry againe, as well as their 
|. husbands which did diuorce them. The 
ſecend,is the ſet forme of words which the 
Iewes at this time doo vſe in their Bills of 
'diuorcement , which is after this manner. 
In the ſixt of the Sabaoth, the 12. of the 
monethof Ader, the yeare of the creation 
of the world, 53 06. inthe Citie of Cre- 
mona, lying vpon the Riuer of Poe in Iraq; 
1 — Carmin, the ſonne of Rabbi Da- 
"niel Saphard,doo of mine owne vuluntarie 
motion ſend away frommee, my wife Rg- 


4 0 the daughter of Rabbi Ezra Paritos, 
Ibn. E 3 and 


ie A Sermonpreached 
and do giue her free liberty to depart whe: 
ther ſhe will, and marry whom ſhe will: 
1 and that there may be no lette or hinde- 
| Eixtiſenen® tance to the contrary; Thane giuen her 


! 1 _ this Bill of diuorcement, ſubſcribed and 


0 > 


Rabbi Mo. QAloſes and [/rael,in the preſence of theſe 
is de Cosi. witneſſes: A ardoc hi Gabriel, Elias Cephat, 
Manuel Pandin. I he third, the definition 

of diuorcement, whichis giuen by dur Sa- 

uiour Chriſt in the Goſpell: it is a ſepera- 

0 ting of them by the laue of man hich are 

linked together by the law of God, which 

is as much as the vntying of the knotte of 
marriage: ſa that if the knot he vntied. both 

axe free. I he husbãd & the wife axe relata. 

one cannot be without the ather: if ſne be 

boũd, ſhe is ſome bodies wift, thẽ he which 
diuorce d hier is her busbard: there cãnot be 


without a wife. The 4. wheras they which 
ſpeale in fauour of the party innocent take 
aduatitage of tlie words, & argue thus! He 
which putteth away his wife, vnles it befor 
.formication,and taketh an oꝛher, cõmitteth 
adultty. therefore if it he for fornicatidn. it 

is no duhry. If that kinde of arguing hee 
' good I can by the lame, prooue that he 
' 8 partie 


7 
* 


ex libro ſealed according to the conſtitution of 


aawife without an husband, nor an husbartd 


cold of bs 
* 2 * 
* 


N 


1 


to the wiſe and he vowile, 1. 


t Poole Cres „ 


pave noeentimay. likewiſe manische 
Argye; Hewhich warrietizhes which 
1 ſeche diuorced for forni- 


ü  SafjanGoromiteeehaclulery: thersfarezfhe e 


macry her waich.isdinorced for fornięatiõ. 
ic is-noadultry. Thug haue] prœued chat. 
neither man nor Noa, nt nor inno- ; 


cent, may matry, Wet and cane da- 


ins,! come o Nhortation -- . wi, 
8 ar e amg debser fa Pak ano noms 
ini 
ſtugd already ſteong meate vntq ch ich 
are men, I muſt ny giue mil v As 
which chaxe habgi ape a lee 

which wheathe lewidid d Fan 
She enge "41d daga fp 
So, dhat Ii may all th jj it, 
py ns em which haue all eadie 
Honglt » tote ius heit este IL 
Sing; Joby the-{4p1iit camega 
rizzgt Elias, to turnę the hearts 
Ahasz xo the child. I pray Godt 
unh Some allo im he Ipirit Ela a 
Ain the Bapri e ee enen 
png r5to.the children , but 
18. Tl 405 Logheys: win e 
09 pr fe ot. ute, 
pecce of letuice relle . yata God. 
241 E 4 
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Tl þ Sermon preiched 


why thould 5 man diuorcè his wife 2 


ſhould bree not vpon ber tepenratee ve 
ceiue her a®aine after-fhee is put away? 


S. Peres" wack ts alf hu bandes in this 


manner. Te husbunds, d well with your wet 
at nien of kortle pe jt Fung honour unte the 
_— as ute the weaker veſſell, euen as 
exwbith are beiresrogether of the grace of 

5 a CT you 7 — ber not merrupteu 
"Whret?] obierue the generallitie · that 
Te, muſt dwell withther meg ace 
depart from them : the five particuꝭ 

Un: Pen they mult dell with them z 25 
"of knowledge," Whierein doth this 
knoyled: e of diſcretion confiſt? in giuing 
Honour to the woman why ſhould: the 
man giue honour to the woman? becatife 
ſhee is tlie weaker veſfell. Why ſhoulder 
weaknes be ſo much reſpected, as tliat ho- 


ng tir ſhoulckbe guen roher fraviliee? He 


_ norwithſtanding ber Weaknes in. 

ihe! is an heire & co-heireof faluari- 

ell as Her husbautd, and therfore he 

miret oft ber as flittiſclfe: What niht 
milchiefe and iriconneriience whic 

. — 
etwernet ) dem et ei 

wiltbelictrropred, ; * * 

A, a 6 


' at Paxtes Croſſe. 57 
Hip The Husbandes then muſt dwell with 
their wines, what chat is, it is eæplaned by 
Saint Paul, the beſt expolitor of Samt Pe- 
ter; (Be it ſpoken with circumeiſed heart) 
The hutbund( ſaith Paul muſt giue due bene i. Cor. y. 
ruolence to the wife, & the wife — 
what that is he ſheweth aſter ward, (let no 
an thinke that vncleane which the holy 
hoſt hath ſpoken)The wife hath not power 
{bwev her vwne boate but the man; and the max 
' hath: not power vaerihis owne 4 but the 
woman, Againe: Deffaude not one an other 
except it be for « timo, that yee may ius your 
ſetues to faſting andprdicr, and come tagether 
June, leaſt ſu lun tempt you for your incontis 
J »ency.” To dwell with a mans wife, is to be 
an helpe vnto her/ as Joſepb . — ) 
hee which hath not à care of üs familie, ! hs 
2 denied the faith: but he whichdoeſa- | 
h the company of his wife, doch nag 
keen manner of wayer : firſt 8 
cocernitigthrife, ſecondly cõo erm good 
—— — of them (Hall 
beluſgRed tobe icon) lie livers. 0 
Bund moftidwelt with their wiues Ephe.s. 
a: mewvof knowledge. The man ivehd wo; . Cor. iu. 
mans head, al. Chriſt is the mans head, aud 
Godis Chiiltshead;ehe wortanis bur. che 
* —_— 


* 


4 o |  Abermonpretoled 


Image of the man. asthe mati is the Image 
of Cod. But there nul} needes be more 


forme, then in the Image of the ſame. All 
beaſts in theold lawe were vncleane, and 
vnfit fot ſacrifice; which did not runiiaate 
andchewethe cudde: tkete as repreſen: 
ted diſcretion; but meti —— 2 thẽ 
are beaſtes, therefore they muſt live di(- 
creetiy with their wines, but adiſcreetmon 


miT. 1 oughrdo-ednceale manyarifirmities inebe 
wounrizito deuant ard ast were. Vall 
vpmanyiindiz»}tia} which-doaziſeofiber 
woaleeneſſo. G dan 1 Heneafaoribiny 


a Dela feb yt 

they areobu fle ihnandiyeionicompanſed 

ng of them ade ſnuiti Andiaaaheleeng huſ- 
ach banding fand taſie & gπνuott annhelger 
mung wꝛibele ſo a diſcreet min maxtefj,S 
„ 2 


perfectun in the head wherein are all the 
ſenſes, vegetation & vnderſtanding, thẽ in 
the bodie which hath but vegetatid & one 

only ſenſe, that is feelingzis che body; then 

in the ſhado we; in thearchetypus or firſt 


vill of himſelſe coſider, that hy how much 
he extelleth his wife in knowledge, vadere | 
ſtendingand alluaner of perfection, ſo he . 


Ferit: allxat ff rs wh; man daa beg is 
tan heien 


- "at Panles Crafſe. | 7, 


is our of temper, it is in thewiſedowe of 
the head to cure the bodie, and bring the 
Ju ered members into order. 
Husbands muſt giuc honout unto their 
wines. There is one honour which the in- 
+ |, feriour doth owe to his ſupeririour, Feare i. Pera: 
* | Godand honour the King. Another which . 
ſuperiours oweto their jnferiours , and all 
one to an other. Honour all men. In giuing x,Cor.ths 
honour, goc bafote one another. Al mem. 


5 
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werybers which we thinke moſt diſboneſl. we 
put moſt Hone tie on: VPon onr vncomoly parts 14.42. 2 
wee put n.off comelines on, for our camei part 


rogether, and gien mare honour to'the ma- 
. berabatilackgth, And oanuſt mr 
0 their wiues e ' 1:3 A barbs 

The woman i is 
thennan himſelſo is 


t veſſelb, and nes, - %u 


He dothnot ſay : Giue honoutr cohE 
man becauſe — — — 
weake: not o —— 
Nbrie: for vous 


gene ſuch ancomenith — 
6. 411 5 conſidering 


be 


bers (ſaith Paule) are vet Alilę, but on thoſe .. : 65. 
1» need 1 t not, Hit. God. bath temperai the hodio C3 A 1 


ewendker rallellacd 15 os J 
wübſtanding ls ſtrength heeithurwolke © be 


Brabien GhP = If s . — Gal % 
ie is an offence, yen in hich be il. a. 


Lermmpreeehed 
ing teſt tha atſokprempred; beare one 
| wlful the law of Chriſt; | 
mples of wome which. 
elſels. The woman was the 
firſt in the preuarication and not the man. 
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Gen. 18. laughed. Lors wife did looke back towards 
Den. 19. Sodome, Lor did not. Moſes his wife rep 
ned l at her childes circumcifion, himſeiſe 
od.. did not. Cara was ſo hard hurted as toturne 
Gen. 21. Agar out of doorcs, Abrahamwas not. Je- 
abel could without remorſe of conſcience 

Reg. ar. ſet downe che whole plot and proiect how 
ä Nav#thtthould looſe his life and his vine - 


Math 20, yard, Aabub could not. The wife of Zebes ,, 


our Chriſt chat her fonnes might ſit on his 
right had & his left, her husbad could not. 

; Satontonr wines corrupred him, he corrup- 
tic t heim · not. Sampfous wife betraied him 
Gordo het. Sdο theſe offen- 

eee wurfe che adultery, yetitheit huſ- 
bandsdid not ncutiſh hatted againſtthem. 


*. home 
they heide, che kingdume · of heauen az 
wellareichwbonds.* Chriſt wasborne 
1. Tim. 2. a man but borne of woman, chat he might 
fandifit both wan and woman; through 


DEI d chuld- 


+” 


veliells; yet are 


dem cduld audaciouſly aske of our Saui- 


* 


* vpon your graues, lifting vp your 


1 8 F N a A rt eee bed. EB, Ai OY . , 
| N 9 | ; 2 A 1 5 3 
\ at pant Crofſe- "i 
t = * #2 
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childbirth the woch ſhalbe (ated;if they 
continue in the faith, and lotie;'and hoh 
neſſe, with modtſtie. The werdof God 


1 hath giuen pᷣtecepts of yodlF life vnto wo- 


men, that living g6dNRly as did E3zabeth, 
Sara, Anna, Rebecca, they mightbe ſaued, 
The man and wife are to'live together in 
the life to come, not as a man and wife, but 
as the Angels and Saints in hemen, why 
then ſhal they live aſunder vporithe'eatth? 

| Ithey liue not together theyr prayets 
ſhalbe interrupted. This reaſon alone it 
ſufficient to compoſe and qualifit all gree- 
uances between man & wife. They oughr 
to pray together, for prayer is aprinieipall 
part of Gods ſeruice; and if they will haue 
God to be deuoutly ſerued,al grudges and 


quarrels mult be layd aſide. God hesreth Pro. l 


not the prayers of them which be ſinfull: 
no greater ſinne then continuall foſterin 


of hatred and in ward malice. Joſua ſaith, 7 _ | 


and my houſe will ſerue the Lord: Zacharie 


and bis wife with him walked in the ordi- 


nances of God without reproofe. And it is 


the manerof you Citizens when you are 


dead, to haue your wiues and your ſelues 


ands and praying together. But it is plaine 
| mockery - 


'Dent.33, 
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moikery to be piftured prayieg togetlier 
vpon your graues when you are dead, if fo, 
be that yon doo not prey together in your. 


and as the great raine vpon the graſſe, For 
3; yeglory vnto oc God. To this God the 


houſes while you are aliue: and therefore ? 
learne by the marble monuments and pic- 6 
rures of the dead, what yec ought to doo 
while ye are glwe. I endewith Moſes, be- 
feeching God that my doctrine may be as 
che raine, aud my ſpeech as the deawe of 
heauen and the ſhowre vpon the hearbes, 


Iwill publiſh the name of the Lord: giue 


Father, che Sonne, and the holy Ghoſt, 
be all power, glory and dominion, 
both now and for euer - 
more. Amen. 


\ 
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